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The U. S. Department of Energy, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency-Region
10 and the State of Id?’aa have completed a review of the referenced
information for _(H0-{ hazardous site, as it pertains to the
INEL Federal Facility Agreement of _i2-9-9/ . Based on this review,
the Parties have determined that no further action for purposes of
investigation or study is justified. This decision is subject to review at
the time of issuance of the Record of Decision.

Brief Summary of the basis for no further action: ,
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DECLSIUN DUCUMENITATIUN PACKAGE
COVER SHEET

PREPARED IN ACCORDANCE WITH

TRACK 1 SITES:
GUIDANCE FOR ASSESSING

LOW PROBABILITY HAZARD SITES
AT INEL

SITE DESCRIPTION: GAS STORAGE BUILDING CURRENT LOCATION OF CPP-008

Srte ID: CPP-18 OPeRABLE UnzT: 3-02

WASTE AREA GROUP: 3

I. SUMMARY - PHYSICAL DESCRIPTION OF THE SITE

LA
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nder storage area unta] the early to mid 1970
cylinders stored here were brought from other plant Tocations and a few may have
been slightly contaminated. Upon detection of any contamination, the cylinders
were decontaminated either on-site or sent to the decontam1nat1on facility.
‘ After decontamination, the gas cylinders were prepared for shipment off-site.

+ad ae nead
e was used

ase a A
Ge @ 3“0

Some of the spent gas

This abandoned storage area most likely is not contaminated due to the fact that
only low level contamination was removed on-site and much construction has
occurred in this area since the storage area was decommissioned. In addition,
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DECISION RECOMMENDATION

II. SUMMARY - Qualitative Assessment of Risk:

The qualitative risk assessment at this site for any
radicactive contamination is considered low because if
there was any contaminated soil released to this site it
was removed with excavation for CPP-668. There is no
evidence of contamination at this site. The overall
reliability in the information is considered high.

SUMMARY - Consequences of Error:

If no action is taken at this site incorrectly small
guantities of radionuclides may be left in the soil at
this site, which could be a hazard due to external
exposure (Cs-137) or soil ingestion (Sr-9%0).

IV. SUMMARY - Other Decision Drivers:

If remedial actions, such as removal of soil are taken
and there is no need, there would be unnecessary

____ PPy . L T I I N R P o ]
expt:nui.t.u.:.t: U.L Lunas L.H.a.l- wUULW Ve UD‘:-'U il renedqaia

other sites with greater risk.

O
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Recommended action:

No Action.

Prepared By: l DOE WAG Manager:

Approved By: Indeperdent Review:
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Page

PROCESS/WASTE WORKSHEET
SITE ID Gas SToRAGE BurLpiInG, CurRrRenNY LocAvion ofF CPP-668

col 1 Col 2 tol 3
Processes Associated Waste Description & Handling Procedures Description & Location of any Artifacts/Structures/Disposal Areas
with this Site Associated with this Waste or Process

- ' "~ """ - - |

Process Artifact None
Location Current location of building CPP-668
Storage of contaminated Radioactively contaminated gas cylinders; the Description This storage area was removed for construction of CPP-568

gas cylinders gas cylinders were decontaminated and shipped
off site. This building was removed in early | Artifact
1970's. Location
Description

Artifact
Location

Description
e o e e e e e e

Process Artifact
Location
pPescription

Artifact
Location
Description

Artifact
Location

Description

Process Artifact
Location
Description

Artifact
Location
Description

Artifact
Location

Description
ro- - - 7 - "7 e O




CONTAMINANT WORKSHEET
SITE ID Gas Storage Building

PROCESS (cot 1)Storage of contaminated qas cylinders

Col &4

what known/potential hazardous substanc-
es/constituents are associated with this waste
or process?

Col §
Potential sources associated with
this hazardous material

WASTE (cot 2 RADIOACTIVE

Col &
Known/estimated
concentration
of hazardous
substances/
constituents®

Col 7

Risk based
concentration
mg/kg

CONTAMINATION
./ ' ! ! [/ ! ! [ [ [ ]

Col 8
Qualitative
risk
assessment
(Hi/Med/Lo)

Cot 9
Cverall
reliability
(Hi/Med/LoO}

Cesium-137 N/A, soil removed for
{Ba-137m) construction of CPP-668 N/A *2.94E-03 LOW HIGH

Strontium-90 N/A, soil removed for
construction of CPP-668 N/A 1.12E-01 LOW HIGH

a. ND
DL

not detected
detection limit in ppm

*Risk based concentration based on Cestum-137 daughter product, Ba-137/m/
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PROCESS CPP-18

Block 1 Answer:

The gas storage building (CPP-616) was used from approximately 1954 until the
mid 1970’s to store radioactively contaminated gas cylinders. The gas storage
building was located where CPP-868 currently is situated. Decontamination of
the gas cylinders would have consisted of simply wiping them down (Reference 4).

maz HOW reliable is/are the information source/s? X High __ Med ___Low (check onel

EXPLAIN THE REASONING BEHIND THIS EVALUATION. |

This information is based on ICPP personnel interviews and aerial photographs.

sexs Has this INFORMATION been confirmed? x Yes _ No {chack ane}
IF so, DESCRIBE THE CONFIRMATION.

Environmental restoration reviewed aerial photographs and engineering drawings
confirming the location and dates of this site.

Block 4 SOURCES OF INFORMATION (check appropriate box/es & source number from reference List)
No available information 1 Analytical data

1 Documentation about data

1 Disposal data

1 Q.A. data

]

I
Anecdotal {
Historical process data [
Current process data [
Areal photographs (=1 _1 Safety analysis report
Engineering/site drawings [x] _2 D&D report

Unusual Occurrence Report [ ] Initial assessment
Summary documents [1 Well data

Facility SOPs (1 Construction data
OTHER x} 3.4

e RN e F R o Y
[V R W S i WP I S R Y
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PROCESS CPP-18

Block 1 Answer:

Records indicate that the Gas Storage Building was in use as early as 1954 and
was active until it was decommissioned in the early 1970’s. After the gas
cyhnders were decontaminated they were prepared for shipment off-site.

cdmemn hann hodld Avaw +thia

Dot 144 ecpD_ 220 koo ad
UUIIUIHH LFr-abo nda3 3incCe peen oulit Ovey CETla o1

There are no documented records of contamination being released at this site.

EXPLAIN THE REASONING BEHIND THIS EVALUATION.

This information was obtained from personal correspondence.

es ND {check onej

and aerial photographs confirm the existence of this site and the
68 which has been built over this location,

T et
w3
1

[» 2 7]

Block4 SOURCES OF INFORMATION (check appropriate box/es & source number from reference list)
No available information Analytical data
Anecdatal Documentation about data
Historicel process data Disposal data
Q.A. data

1
1
)|
Current process data 1
1 1 Safety analysis report
1
1
1
]
1

[
[
[
[
Areal photographs L
r
(
[
4
[

maz How reliable is/are the information source/s? _ _High x Med __Low icheck onel |

X
Engineering/site drawings [x] _2 D&D report
Initial assessment
Well data

Construction data

Urusual Occurrence Report
Summary documents
Facility SOPs

OTHER

Y Y
S Nl S Nk bt B ol Bt d

X
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PROCESS CPP-18

Question 3. Is there empirical, circumstantial, or other evidence of migration?

TE onm ibhad 44 149
Al Yy WwWHaAL 13> 1vi

Black 1 Answer:

There is no evidence of migration from this site.

w

w2 HOW reiiabie is/are the information source/s? X High
EXPLAIN THE REASONING BEHIND THIS EVALUATION.

fed H__LGW {check onal

e

This information is based on the reviewer’s own interpretation of the data, and
from WINCO initial assessment report from this site (Reference 5).

mxs Has this INFORMATION been confirmed? X Yes _ No {check ane)
IF SO, DESCRIBE THE CONFIRMATION,

Initial assessment report.

Block 4 SOURCES OF INFORMATION (check appropriate box/es & source number from reference List)

No available information
Anecdotal

Historical process data
Current process data

4 Analytical data
L
t
t
Arezl photographs 4
.
(
{
(
4

]

Xl 4 Documentation about data
1 Disposal data
) Q.A. data

] Safety analysis report

Enginearing/eits dragings [ ]
Unusual Occurrence Report [ ]
Summary documents 1
Facility SOPs 1
QTHER 1

DAD raport

>
PPN P

Initial assessment
Well data
Construction data

e e Lt e L R ]
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PROCESS CPP-18

Question 4. Is there evidence that a source exists at this site? If so, Tist
the sources and describe the evidence.

Black 1 Answer:

There is no evidence that a source exists at this site. In addition to building
CPP-668 being built over this site, much construction activity has occurred in
this area indicating that any potential contamination has most likely been
removed.

According to plant drawings, soil was removed to at Jeast 5 feet below grade
during construction of building CPP-668 (Ref. #6).

EXPLAIN THE REASONING BEHIND THIS EVALUATION.

The information which has been gathered is consistent between the information
sources.

slock 3 Has this INFORMATION been confirmed? _ Yes X NO  (check cne)
IF SO, DESCRIBE THE CONFIRMATION.

Block 4 ‘SOURCES OF INFORMATION (check appropriate box/es & source number from reference list)

No available information Analytical data

Anecdatal Documentation about data
Historical process data Disposal data

Q.A. data

1
1
1
Current process data ]
] Safety analysis report
]
]
]
]
]

[

[

[

4
Areal photographs [

x1 & DAD report

[

[

[

Engineering/site drawings [x

Urusual Occurrence Report Initial assessment

Summary documents Well data

el NN N N e N N
At et e e b e A b e

Facility SOPs Construction data -
OTHER x} 3.8 o ..

| Block 2 How reliable is/are the information source/s? x High __Med __Low (check one)-

I
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PROCESS CPP-18

Question 5. Does site operating or disposal historical information allow
estimation of the pattern of potential contamination? If the
pattern is expected to be a scattering of hot spots, what is the
expected minimum size of a significant hot spot?

Block 1 Answer:

There is no expected pattern for potential contamination since there was no
evidence of a reiease eveni ever occurring.

Block 2 How reliable is/are the information source/s? K;High _Med __LowW (check ome)
EXPLAIN THE REASONING BEHIND THIS EVALUATION.

Excavation of bu11d1ng CPP-668 and other construction activities over the years
eliminate the possibility of contamination, therefore, no contamination pattern

I can be expected. |
| Block 3 Has this INFORMATION been confirmed? X Yes _ No (check one) I

IF so, DESCRIBE THE CONFIRMATION.

Interviews with two WINCO personnel who were familiar with this area.

Block 4 SOURCES OF INFORMATION (check appropriate box/es & ssurce number from reference list)

Analytical data
Documentation about data
Disposal data

9.A. data

Safety analysis report

No available information
Anecdatal

Historical process data
Current- process data
Areal photographs

-y

ok b B Ak b bl Bk Bk A

Engineering/site drawings D&D report

Unusual Gccurrence Report Initial assessment

Well data

e lala el

Summary documents

o knlalalalalaletela]
Ml b e bk Bk et Bl ek Bed bd

Facility SOPs Construction data

I OTHER X1 3.4 — I
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PROCESS _CPP-18

A+ h anmAd Aanth af th

.
=i
Iy WiIWULIy QAW WS P WIE W

4
H
2

Block 1 Answer:

There is no contaminated region to estimate since no reportable contamination
has ever been documented.

saz HOW reliable is/are the information source/s? __High x Med __LOW icheck onel
EXPLAIN THE REASONING BEHIND THIS EVALUATION.

This area would be considered clean due to the excavation which occurred when
building CPP-668 was built.

w3 Has this INFORMATION been confirmed? X Yes _ No {check ane)
IF S0, DESCRIBE THE CONFIRMATION.

Several independent interviews w/WINCO personnel have confirmed this
information.

Block 4 SOURCES OF INFORMATION (check appropriate box/es & source number from reference list)

Mo available information [ ] Anaiytical data i
Anecdotal [1 Documentation about data [ ]
Historical process data [ 1 Disposal data [1
Current process data [1 Q.A. data [1
Areal photographs (13 Safety analysis report t1
Emginesring/site drawings [ ) D&D report [1
Unusual Occurrence Report { initial assessment £l
Summary documents [1 Well data [13
Facility SOPs [1 Construction data [}
OTHER X1 _3,4
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PROCESS CPP-18
Question 7. What is the known or estimated quantity of hazardous
substance/constituent at this source? If the quantity is an
estimate, explain carefully how the estimate was derived.

Block 1 Answer:

the estimated quantity of
Zer

=2 How reliable is/are the information source/s? x High _Med _ LOW (chack onel

| EXPLAIN THE REASONING BEHIND THIS EVALUATION. I

Historical records indicate that this area has been excavated, thus removing any
potential contamination.

INFORMATION been confirmed? x Yes _ No {check anel

[ -4
=

O
N -
- m
w

Construction drawings of CPP-668 confirm the excavation of this area.

Block 4 SOURCES OF INFORMATION (check appropriate box/es & source number from reference list)

Mo available information
Anecdotal

Analytical data

Pocumentation about data
Historical process data Disposal data
Current process data Q.A. data
Engineering/site drawings
Unusual Occurrence Report

el el R o R T WY
b el e e b d i sk B

{1
[1
r1
[1
Areal photographs (x] 1 safety analysis report
xl1 _6 D&D report
{1
Summary documents 1 Well data
Facility SOPs [l Construction data
1

Initial assessment
I OTHER [ |
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PROCESS__ CPP-18

present at the

Question 8. Is there evidence t

evidence.

Block 1 Answer:

Evidence supports that the source has been removed and that there is no
hazardous substance/constituent present.

EXPLAIN THE REASONING BEHIND THIS EVALUATION.

Building CPP-668 excavation would have removed any potential contamination if it
had been present.

sxs Has this INFORMATION been confirmed? X Yes _ No {check onel

F SO, DESCRIBE THE CONFIRMATION.

by

th WINCO plant personnel familiar with this area.

L1

Block 4 SOURCES OF LNFORMATION (check appropriate box/es & source number from reference list)
No available information Analytical data
Anecdotal Documentation about data
Historical process data Disposat data
Current process data
Areai photographs

[
[
3
f Q.A. data
i

Engineering/site drawings [
(
{
{
i

1

1

1

]

b Safety analysis report
] DD report

1 [nitial assessment

1 Well data

1 Construction data

|

Unusual Occurrence Report
Summary documents
Facility SOPs

OTHER

alnlelaialiaialale)
St Bt N bk Al bk e R

X

ss2 How reliable is/are the information source/s? x High _ Med _ _Low icheck onel I
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